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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 November 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1-36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |3 Claim(s) 1-36 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) (EI The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 27 June 2002 is/are: a)D accepted or b)IE) objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 
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2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The attempt to incorporate subject matter into this application by reference to an 
unknown application; is ineffective because See specification pg 4 [0038]. 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1-32 are objected to because of the following informalities: "l/WE CLAIM 
1 . A Method of providing..." the letter A should likely appear as indicated in the 
independent claims. Also with respect to claim 13; Applicant likely meant the word 
"attributes" rather than "aspects". Currently Applicant sets out in the preamble to 
"provide"; unless transmitting is providing then the claims are missing an essential 
step/s. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 1,4, 6, 7, 13, 16, 18, 19, 25-28, 31 and 33-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being taught by www.environdec.com as retrieved from the "wayback 
machine" as of 8/22/2001; although there evidence that the activity has been occurring 
since 6/16/2000; herein after (Environ). 

6. With respect to claims 1 and 13 and 25: Environ discloses 

A Method of providing information pertaining to product or product group 
attributes comprising: 

transmitting a product or product group identifier from a user interface to a server 

(C, i); 

receiving a product or product group identifier with the server (C, i and pg F); and 
transmitting information pertaining to one or more attributes of the product or 
product group in response to said receiving to a user interface; wherein one of the 
attributes relates to environmental impact (see entire document, which shows exactly 
what applicant claim searching for product information using a web site, wherein the 
product information is environmental impact). 

7. With respect to claim 4 and 16 and 31: Environ discloses 

wherein the environmental impact attribute transmitted during the step of 
transmitting includes emissions information relating to at least one of global warming, 
acidification, photochemical oxidants and aquatic oxygen depletion (E, ii). 

8. With respect to claim 6 and 18: Environ discloses 
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wherein the environmental impact attribute transmitted during the step of 
transmitting includes information of at least one of reports, laws, regulations and 
instructions relevant to various components used in the product group including 
environmental aspects thereof (D, iv). 

9. With respect to claim 7 and 19: Environ discloses 

further comprising the step of transmitting information regarding currency and 
trustworthiness of information transmitted including a date of authentication and 
information about the authenticator. 

10. With respect to claim 26: Environ discloses 

wherein said transmitting comprises selecting the product or product group data 
from a list of products or product groups displayed on a web page (C, (i) "choose 
product"). 

1 1 . With respect to claim 27: Environ discloses 

wherein information pertaining to environmental impact is selected from 
organizational framework, environmental performance, energy consumption, waste and 
classification data for emissions, reference materials and combinations thereof (C, (i) 
"choose service type"). 

12. With respect to claim 28: Environ discloses 

wherein information pertaining to organizational framework is selected from legal 
name and correspondence address for a manufacture of the product or product group, 
pertinent ownership interest and production sites with respect to components of the 
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selected product group, environmental standards to which the manufacturer adheres 
and combinations thereof (C, (i) "Company"). 

13. With respect to claims 33-36: Environ discloses 

A data displaying interface, the interface comprising a page including an 
environment tab which upon actuation displays information related to environmental 
impact of a product or product group, the environmental impact being selected from at 
least one of organizational framework, environmental performance, energy 
consumption, waste and classification data for emissions, reference materials and 
combinations thereof (C, (i)). 

As to claims 34-36, the actual information show/displayed on the user interface is 
non-functional data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

15. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

16. Claims 2, 3, 5, 8-12, 14, 15, 17, 20-24, 29, 30, 32,34-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Environ. 

17. Environ shows all limitations as shown above. To recap: Environ clearly shows 
transmitting the name of a product or identifier to a server via a web site wherein a user 
requests environmental attributes of said product, including disclosing the supplying of 
attributes relating to procurement of earth friendly products. 

Environ does not disclose all of the specific environmental attributes that 
applicant has claimed such as non-renewable resources and renewable resources, 
energy consumption and waste production, recycling information and disposal 
information, biodegradable information about a product, major constituent chemical 
elements of a product and information about incineration of a product, information 
including at least one of weight and volume of waste associated with use of a product or 
order, transportation trends in terms of at least one of weight and volume of a product or 
order, information about human toxicity, and information about ozone depletion 
potential. 

In determining the obviousness of applying what is generally known in the 
environmental industry to what is known in the world of the Internet one must determine 
the level of ordinary skill (Dann v. Johnston, 425 U.S. 219, 189 USPQ 257 (1976)). The 
Internet, to one ordinarily skilled in the art, for some time now is recognized as a vehicle 
in which information is shared from computer to computer. A typical example would be 
for one computer to access and download files from another computer located at a 
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different site than the first. Hierarchy for organizing such information is widely known by 
the use of web development techniques. Also, the environmental industry has utilized 
computers for years to keep track of environmental data and compile reports with such 
data to manufacturers and present to employers and employees such data. Furtherstill, 
to one of ordinary skill faced with the problem of what type of data to report would likely 
choose all of the attributes discussed above, because of the limited, yet all relevant, list 
of environmental attributes that could be presented. Because in determining data to 
consider for "supply chain" and "green procurement", one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have to consider attributes such as recycling and disposal and others mentioned 
above. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have utilized the Internet to access the data in a manufacturer or 
third party database such as that taught in the Environ reference for the purpose of 
environmental attributes and would include all the attributes above and more. The 
desirability to do this is clearly to save a customer/user the time of traveling to a 
multitude of web-sites to gather such information and allow for easier distribution of said 
data. 

Further support for the above obvious statement is found with in Applicant's own 
specification. Applicant's own statements that it was known in the art to gather this 
information in a paper based manner (see [0003-0004]) and the novelty of Applicant's 
invention is to provide information in a GUI (see [0007]). And Applicant's statement that 
various changes and modification are with in the spirit and scope of the invention would 
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be apparent to those skilled in the art. Examiner takes the position that one of ordinary 
skill in the art with Environ would easily make the same changes/modification and arrive 
at Applicant's invention. That is because Environ shows a GUI which provides 
environmental attributes including the ones claimed by the Applicant. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 6,701 ,257 (Sakurai et al.) which the document as a whole is 
sufficient for a 1 02(e) on many of the claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew L. Brooks whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8112. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday; 8 AM - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-8112. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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JOHN 6. WEISS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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